
Explore and evaluate the use of body worn cameras in evidence-based policing.

Body worn cameras are a tool used by various police forces in the UK (United Kingdom) and worldwide. There is an idea of them being used as an evidence collector and ideally should lead to better outcomes for victims in certain crimes. As well as the evidence, there are also criminological theories that can underpin the use like the deterrence theory. Although there are many benefits to the use of body worn cameras, there are also some negatives and ethical problems that need to be considered when evaluating the use of body worn cameras in evidence-based policing. 
According to the college of policing (2022), evidence-based policing is where the greatest possible evidence is collected to challenge policing policies, approaches, and practices. There are many forms of evidence-based approaches to policing such as POP and SARA and all are used to further inform police approaches. Criminological theory is also used to reinforce ideology behind police approaches. 
Body worn cameras can be used in an evidence based policing practice such as SARA. SARA is an acronym that stands for Scanning, Analysis, Response and Assessment (Harfield, 2013). This can be applied to body worn cameras by using them as the response and then in the assessment stage police staff can see whether the cameras worked for specific issues and crimes. The most important part of the SARA model is the assessment stage. Having the response assessed shows if the response works and if there are any amendments to further develop a better and more efficient response. According to Burton and McGregor (2018) SARA is a particularly good method used by police to solve problems but can be changed slightly. They propose a renaming to SPATIAL which still consists of Scanning, Analysis, Response and Assessments but proposes to be less broad. SPATIAL will mean to Scan, Prioritise, Analyse, Task, Intervene, Assess and Learn. This therefore makes the acronym less broad, so no steps go missing. 
There are many criminological theories that underpin the use of body worn cameras with the first being the deterrence theory. Deterrence theory was first brought to light by Beccaria, who is considered the “father” of deterrence theory (Tibbetts, 2019). The main concept of deterrence theory is that individuals are more likely to act appropriately and within the laws of the country if they know they are being under surveillance and observation (Adams and Mastracci, 2017). Therefore, the idea of body worn cameras fits into this theory just like how CCTV does. If in an encounter with police officers, the individuals are aware they are on camera they would be less likely to act unlawfully. In addition to this, the fear of being caught and then going through punishments for the crime committed is a main idea of how deterrence theory works (Adams and Mastracci, 2017). In the modern era, deterrence theory can be linked to “punishment avoidance, deterrability, defiance, and the effect of informal factors that impact a person’s decision” (Tomlinson, 2016). Therefore, linking to body worn cameras, because of the observation offenders would be less likely to act an unlawful offence as they are on camera. So, in theory this should stop offences such as assaults against police officers. 
 According to Metropolitan Police (2021), body worn cameras are small devices that are fitted onto the chest of the police officers clothing. These cameras are used to see the officer's perspective to collect video and audio evidence, acting as an independent witness (Metropolitan Police, 2021). The main uses of body worn cameras are to collect evidence in an investigation, to provide “transparency” in a use of force or a stop and search scenario and to provide support when doing an after-action report (Metropolitan Police, 2021). Furthermore, the main types of incidents where body worn cameras are used are stop and searches, domestic abuse, and using force against somewhere (Metropolitan Police, 2021).
The college of policing (2021) did two reviews on the effectiveness of body worn cameras. These reviews consisted of 30 studies for review one and 11 studies for review two. The first review implies that body worn cameras increase the self-awareness of officers as they know they are being recorded. The thesis behind this is that there is a deterrent effect on officers using excessive force (College of Policing, 2021). The second review found that not only self-awareness and deterrence effects, but body-worn cameras also collect additional evidence. 
In a study, it was shown that body-worn cameras affect officers and citizens (Maskaly et al., 2017). They showed that body worn cameras can influence police behavior positively. Also, multiple studies in this article proved to decrease the number of external complaints. therefore, body worn cameras can be particularly useful when used to manage the way police officers deal with citizens and should increase how professional the officers are being.
A strength that can be associated with the use of body worn cameras is the improved community relationship with the police. For example, research suggests that people from minority backgrounds are more likely to have a conversation with a police officer with less respect and therefore lead to more bad outcomes. In a study conducted, police officers with body cameras did not use as much force and had better interactions with individuals than their counterparts without body cameras (Sousa et al., 2017). This shows that body worn cameras can be a crucial tool to build better relationships with the police and the community. In addition to this, officers with body worn cameras made more arrests than the officers without body worn cameras (Sousa et al., 2017).
[bookmark: _Int_Z7bdW9eV]One weakness found is that body worn cameras can increase the assault towards police officers. In three different studies', the number of assaults against police officers increased and police officers wearing body worn cameras were more likely to be attacked (Lum et al., 2019). The thesis behind this was that the officers wearing cameras, being aware that they are being recorded inhibited the way they did their job which left them more vulnerable to being attacked. In contrast to this, a study done in the UK (United Kingdom) showed that body worn cameras actually led to better and more positive officer- civilian interactions which made citizen's feel safer (Chapman, 2019). 
A valid point to consider when dealing with body worn cameras is the ethics behind the use. There is some debate to whether police officers using body worn cameras pay attention to the needs and the privacy of the victims (Adams and Mastracci, 2017). Furthermore, there are some concerns on revictimizing the victims by sharing body worn cameras to various social media platforms, the victim's employment and footage shared with child protection services (Adams and Mastracci, 2017). For example, some people who are victims to crimes such as domestic abuse and sexual assault could not want footage of them shared to various places and would prefer some privacy. 
Body worn cameras can be applied to different crimes, one being, domestic abuse. In a randomized control trial done in Essex, it was found that the officers wearing body worn cameras had a higher charge/arrest rate, although this was not to be significant (Owens et al., 2014). Officer's view body worn cameras as a useful tool when used in domestic violence situations. Body-worn camera footage can be used to filter through reluctant witnesses and could act as another witness leading in better outcomes for the victims (Harris, 2020). However, in domestic situations then there is the issue of ethics and whether victims could consent to footage being shared when they are dealing with immense stress and going through a large amount of trauma (Harris, 2020). 
[bookmark: _Int_ROQZWjxF]To conclude, body worn cameras are a usual tool for gathering evidence in certain crimes. However, there are some negative points that must be considered, mainly ethical considerations. Officers are said to feel much better when using body worn cameras and the relationship between police and community improving (Sousa et al., 2017). is a great reason they are useful. There is still a lack of research and mixed findings on how effective they can be. In addition to this the criminological theory behind the use of body worn cameras is relevant, however, some research implies it cannot be a fact of why they work. In addition to this, deterrence theory is still very confusing as it dates to the time of Beccaria (Tomlinson, 2016). 
